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devotion is, again, one of those collective religious pheno-
mena which are not bound up with individual endowment.
Hence, also in this respect the possibility of extending
the view-point, mentioned above, to .the ordinary man
may be assumed, I think I have now sufficiently demon-
strated at least the theoretical possibility of Schiller's
point-of-view for general human psychology. For the
sake of completeness and clarity I might add here that
the question of the relation of the symbol to consciousness
and the conscious conduct of life has long engaged my
mind. I have reached the conclusion that, in view of its
great significance as a representative of the unconscious,
too slight a value should not be given to the symbol.
We know from daily experience in the treatment of
nervous subjects what an eminently practical significance
unconscious interventions possess. The greater the dis-
sociation, i.e. the more the conscious attitude becomes
aloof from the individual and collective contents of the
unconscious, the more powerful are the harmful and even
dangerous inhibitions or reinforcements of conscious con-
tents from the side of the unconscious. From practical
considerations, therefore, the symbol must be conceded
a not inconsiderable value. But if we grant the symbol
a value, whether great or small, the symbol thereby
obtains conscious motive power, i.e. it is perceived, and its
unconscious libido-charge is therewith given opportunity
for development in the conscious conduct of life. Herein
—according to my view—a not inessential practical advan-
tage is gained : namely, the co-operation of the unconscious,
its participation in the conscious psychic activities and
therewith the elimination of disturbing influences from
the unconscious,
This common function, the relation to the symbol, I
have termed the transcendent function. I cannot under-
take, at this stage, to elucidate this problem at all ade-

